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Detailed Action 

1 . Claims 1-39 are presented for examination. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

2. Claims 1 1, 12, 23, 24, 36, and 37 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations 
of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Double Patenting 

3. Claim 1 is provisionally rejected on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type double 
patenting as being unpatentable over claim 1 of copending Application No. 11/179433 ('433 
hereinafter). 

Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from 
each other because '433 discloses obtaining at a computing device and associated with a user, 
a request to identify data corresponding to a set of criteria; obtaining identification of data stored 
on the computing and matching the set of criteria; obtaining identification of data stored on at 
least one computing device included in the computer network and matching the set of criteria, 
merging the identification of data stored on the host computing device associated with the user 
request and identification of data stored on at least one computing device included in the 
network; and generating a result from the merged identification set, which are all common 
subjects with the instant application. 

'433 does not disclose automatically obtaining identification of data and generating a 
result from the merged identification set. However, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to automatically obtain identification data and generate a result from the 
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merged identification set because doing so would improve the efficiency of the system by 
obtaining data without user interaction, and would allow users to view the requested data. 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the conflicting 
claims have not in fact been patented. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claim 27 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

i) In claim 27, a semi colon is missing from the end of the line, "content matching the set of 
criteria" 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined In section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only If the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1, 2, 5, 7, 13, 14, 27. 28, 32, 38. and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being unpatentable by Mao et al, US Publication #2003/0041054 (Mao hereinafter). 

7. As per claim 1 , Mao teaches the invention as claimed including a method for managing 
data available for access on the network. Mao's teachings comprising: 
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obtaining, at a host computing device included as part of the computer network and 
associated with a user, a request to identify data corresponding to a set of criteria (Paragraph 
0022; 0025. Sends query to a computer. Paragraph 0006. Queries consist of words or data 
desired.); 

obtaining an identification of data stored on the host computing device associated with 
the user request and matching the set of criteria (Paragraph 0025. Compiles result list. 
Paragraph 0037. List comprises excerpt of relevant information.); 

automatically obtaining an identification of data stored on at least one computing device 
included in the computer network and matching the set of criteria (Paragraph 0025. Queries 
other computers and receives result lists.); 

merging the identification of data stored on the host computing device associated with 
the user request and the identification of data stored on at least one computing device included 
in the computer network (Paragraph 0025. Merge results lists.); and 

generating a result of the merging the identification of data stored on the host computing 
device associated with the user request and the identification of data stored on at least one 
computing device included in the computer network (Paragraph 0025. Result is returned and 
displayed to user. Paragraph 0037. Results list.). 

8. As per claim 27, Mao teaches the invention as claimed including a computer network 
having a computing device directly associated with a user and at least one remote computing 
device in communication, a method for managing data available for access on the network, the 
method comprising: 
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obtaining, by the computing device directly associated with a user, a request to identify 
data corresponding to a set of criteria (Paragraph 0022; 0025. Sends query to a computer. 
Paragraph 0006. Queries consist of words or data desired.); 

obtaining, by the computing device directly associated with a user, an identification of 
locally stored content matching the set of criteria (Paragraph 0022; 0025. Compiles result list. 
Paragraph 0037. List comprises excerpt of relevant information.); 

transmitting, by the computing device directly associated with a user, a request to the 
remote computing device for an identification of content matching the set of criteria (Paragraph 
0025. Queries other computers.); 

obtaining, by the remote computing device, an identification of locally stored content 
matching the set of criteria (Paragraph 0025. Compiles own results lists.); 

transmitting, by the remote computing device, the identification of locally stored content 
matching the set of criteria ((Paragraph 0025. Return results to computer); 

merging, by the computing device directly associated with the user, content matching the 
set of criteria (Paragraph 0025. Merge results.); and 

generating, by the computing dievice directly associated with the user, a result of the 
merged content matching the set of criteria (Paragraph 0025. Displays results to user.). 

9. As per claims 2 and 28, Mao teaches the method as recited in claims 1 and 27, wherein 
the request to identify data corresponding to the set of criteria conresponds to a request to view 
data associated with a unique identifier corresponding to the user (Paragraph 0007; 0011; 0026. 
Query for VWWV-based data.). 

10. As per claim 5, Mao teaches the method as recited in claim 1 , wherein obtaining an 
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identification of data stored on at least one computing device included in the computer network 
and matching the set of criteria includes generating a database query corresponding to a 
request to identify data corresponding to the set of criteria (Paragraph 0025. Generates query 
corresponding to requested data.). 

11. As per claim 7, Mao teaches the method as recited in claim 1 , wherein the computer 
network includes three or more networked computers (Paragraph 0025; 0030. Plurality of 
computers.) and wherein obtaining an identification of data stored on at least one computing 
device included in the computer network and matching the set of criteria includes obtaining an 
identification of data stored on each computer included in the computer network and matching 
the set of criteria (Paragraph 0025. Queries computers corresponding to requested data. 
Returns result matching query.). 

12. As per claims 13 and 38, Mao teaches the computer-readable medium having computer- 
executable instructions for performing the method recited in claims 1 and 27 (Paragraph 0022; 
0023; 0025. Computer.). 

13. As per claims 14 and 39, Mao teaches the computer system having a processor, a 
memory and an operating system, the computer system operable to perform the method recited 
in claims 1 and 39 (Paragraph 0022; 0023; 0025. Computer.). 

14. As per claim 32, Mao teaches the method as recited in claim 27, wherein the computer 
network includes a second networked computer remote from the user, the method further 
comprising: 
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transmitting, by the computing device directly associated with a user, a request to the 
second remote computing device for an identification of content matching the set of criteria 
(Paragraph 0025. Queries other computers.); 

obtaining, by the second remote computing device, an identification of locally stored 
content matching the set of criteria (Paragraph 0025. Compiles results list); 

transmitting, by the second remote computing device, the identification of locally stored 
content matching the set of criteria (Paragraph 0025. Returns result list.); and 

merging, by the computing device directly associated with the user, content matching the 
set of criteria (Paragraph 0025. Merge the lists.). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

15. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

16. Claims 3, 4, 6, 9, 29, 30, 31, and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mad, in view of Orita, US Patent #5.163,147 (Orita hereinafter). 

17. As per claims 3 and 29, Mao does not teach the methods as recited in claims 2 and 28, 
wherein the request to identify data corresponding to the set of criteria corresponds to data in 
which the user is determined to be an owner of the data. 



18. Orita teaches a system of accessing files on a host computer, wherein the user provides 
identification information to access the files, and the system determines the user's access level 
(Col 3, lines 10-16; Col 4, lines 60-65). 
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19. Even though Orita does not explicitly teaching deterniining the owner of the data, Orita 
teaches a system of providing identification information and determining whether a user is 
granted access to read and modify the data. Therefore, it would have been obvious that the 
user with access to read and modify data may be the owner of the data. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the Invention was made to combine the 
teachings of Mao and Orita because the teachings of Orita to determine the user's access level 
would improve the system of Mao by providing access protection to data stored on the Internet. 

20. As per claims 4 and 30, Mao does not teach the method as recited in claims 2 and 28, 
wherein the request to identify data corresponding to the set of criteria corresponds to data In 
which the user is determined to have permission to view the data. 

21. Orita teaches of requesting access to data, wherein the user is determined to have 
permission to view the data (Column 4, lines 60-65). 

22. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to combine the teachings of Mao and Orita because the teachings of Orita to determine 
user's pemiisslon to view the data would improve the system of Orita by providing access 
protection to data stored on a network. 

23. As per claims 6 and 31, Mao teaches the method as recited In claims 1 and 27, wherein 
obtaining an identification of data stored on at least one computing device included in the 
computer network and matching the set of criteria includes transmitting a security identifier 
corresponding to the user. 
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24. Orita teaches of transmitting a security identifier corresponding to the user (Col 3, lines 
10-19). 

25. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to combine the teachings of Mao and Orita because the teachings of Orita to transmit a 
security identifier con^esponding to the user would improve the system of Mao by allowing the 
system to determine if the user has permission to access files stored on the database, thereby 
increasing the security of the data stored on the network. 

26. As per claims 9 and 34, Mao does not teach the method as recited in claims 1 and 27 
further comprising: 

obtaining, by the computing device directly associated with the user, an indication to 
manipulate data con-esponding to the result of the merged content, wherein the data selected to 
be manipulated is stored on the remote computing device; 

transmitting, by the computing device directly associated with the user, the request to 
manipulate the selected data and a security identifier to the remote computing device; 

obtaining, by the remote computing device, the request to manipulate the selected data 
and the security identifier to detemiine whether the user is authorized to manipulate the 
selected data; 

transmitting, by the remote computing device, permission to manipulate the selected 

data; 

obtaining, by the computing device directly associated with the user, the permission; and 
manipulating, by the computing device directly associated with the user, the selected 

data. 
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27. Orita teaches of obtaining, by user's work station, a request to modify data stored on a 
remote computer (Col 4, lines 49-55; Col 5, lines 1-7), wherein security identifier corresponding 
to the user is transmitted to the host computer (Col 3, lines 10-19), and permission is obtained 
to modify the data (Col 4, lines 60-67). 

28. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to combine the teachings of Mao and Orita because the teachings of Orita to perform the 
above methods of Paragraph 27 would enhance the system of Mao by providing a secure 
method to modify data stored on the network. 

29. Claims 8 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mao, 
in view of Luckenbaugh et al, US Publication #2001/0013096 (Luckenbaugh hereinafter). 

30. As per claims 8 and 33, Mao does not teach the method as recited in claims 1 and 27s, 
wherein generating a result includes displaying the identification of the data without identifying 
the location of the data. 

31 . Luckenbaugh teaches the concept of hiding the location of the data stored on the 
network (Abstract). 

32. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the teachings of Mao with the teachings of Luckenbaugh because the teachings 
of Luckenbaugh to hide the location of data stored on the network would improve the security of 
Mao's system keeping location of data a secret, thus providing limited information computers 
storing the data. 
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33. Claims 10. 15. 18, 20, 22. 25, 26, and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mao, in view of Yamanoue, US Patent #6,745,180 (Yamanoue hereinafter). 

34. As per claims 10 and 35, Mao does not teach the method as recited in claims 1 and 27 
further comprising maintaining a record of the result of the merging the identification of data 
stored on the host computing device associated with the user request and the identification of 
data stored on at least one computing device included in the computer network. 

35. Yamanoue teaches of storing the results of the query (Abstract; Col 3, lines 50-51). 

36. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the teachings of Mao with the teachings of Yamanoue because the teachings of 
Yamanoue to maintain a record of result for the user's query would improve the system of Mao 
by using the stored results to process subsequent results. 



37. As per claim 15. Mao teaches substantially the invention as claimed including a method 
for managing data available for access on the network. Mao's teachings comprising: 

obtaining a user request to identify content stored on the two or more computing devices 
(Paragraph 0025. Sends queries to a computer. Paragraph 0006. Queries consist of words or 
data desired.); 

automatically querying the two or more computing devices within the computer network 
to identify the contents of local computing storage locations (Paragraph 0025. Transmits query 
to other computers and return result lists.); 

merging the results of the queries (Paragraph 0025. Merge results lists.); and 
displaying the results of the merge query results (Paragraph 0025. Result is returned 
and displayed to user. Paragraph 0037. Results list.). 
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38. Mao teaches substantial features of the claimed invention including querying data to 
identify content associated with user criteria (Paragraph 0006; 0025). However, Mao does not 
teach of querying to identify content associated with a unique user identifier. 

39. Yamanoue teaches the concept of querying data based on a user ID (Abstract; Col 1 1 , 
lines 5-13; Col 19, lines 49-61). 

40. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the teachings of Mao with the teachings of Yamanoue because both teachings 
deal with querying to identify content on a network. Furthermore, the teachings of Yamanoue to 
query data based on user ID would improve the system of Mao by providing another method of 
querying content including identifying content specifying to each user (Abstract). 

41 . As per claim 18, Mao teaches the method as recited in claim 15, wherein automatically 
querying the two or more computing devices within the computer network to identify the 
contents of local computing device storage locations conresponding to the unique user identifier 
includes generating a database query corresponding to identify content corresponding to the 
unique user identifier (Paragraph 0025. Queries computers corresponding to requested data. 
Returns result matching query. Paragraph 0025; 0030. Plurality of computers.). 

42. As per claim 20, Mao teaches the method as recited in claim 15, wherein the computer 
network includes three or more network computers (Paragraph 0025; 0030. Plurality of 
computers.) and wherein automatically querying the two or more computing devices within the 
computer network to identify the contents of local computing device storage locations 
corresponding to the unique user identifier includes querying each computer included in the 
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computer network to identify the contents of local computing device storage locations 
corresponding to the unique user identifier (Paragraph 0025. Query computers to identify 
content corresponding to criteria. Paragraph 0022. Search and merging may be performed on 
any computer.). 

\ 

43. As per claim 22. Mao does not teach the method as recited in claim 15 further 
comprising maintaining a record of the result of the merging the results of the queries. 

44. Yamanoue teaches of storing the results of the query (Abstract; Col 3, lines 50-51). 

45. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the teachings of Mao with the teachings of Yamanoue because the teachings of 
Yamanoue to maintain a record of result for the user's query would improve the system of Mao 
by using the stored results to process subsequent results. 

46. As per claim 25, Mao teaches the computer-readable medium having computer- 
executable instructions for performing the method recited in claim 15 (Paragraph 0022; 0023; 
0025. Computer). 

47. As per claim 26, Mao teaches the computer system having a processor, a memory and 
an operating system, the computer system operable to perform the method recited in claim 15 
(Paragraph 0022; 0023; 0025. Computer). 

48. Claims 16, 17, 19, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Mao and Yamanoue, in view of Orita. 
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49. As per claim 16, Mao does not teach the method as recited in claim 15, wherein the 
request to identify content corresponding to the unique user identifier corresponds to content in 
which the user is determined to be an owner of the content. 

50. Orita teaches a system of accessing files on a host computer, wherein the user provides 
identification information to access the files, and the system determines the user's access level 
(Col 3, lines 10-16; Col 4. lines 60-65). 

51 . Even though Orita does not explicitly teaching determining the owner of the data, Orita 
teaches a system of providing identification information and determining whether the user is 
granted access to read or modify the data. Therefore it would have been obvious that the user 
with access such as modification may be the owner of the data. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of 
Mao and Orita because the teachings of Orita to determine the user's access level would 
improve the system of Mao by providing access protection to data stored on the Internet, 

52. As per claim 17. Mao does not teach the method as recited in claim 15, wherein the 
request to identify data corresponding to the set of criteria corresponds to data in which the user 
is determined to have permission to view the data. 

53. Orita teaches of requesting access to data, wherein the user is determined to have 
pemriission to view the data (Column 4, lines 60-65). 

54. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to combine the teachings of Mao and Orita because the teachings of Orita to determine 
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user's permission to view the data would improve the system of Orita by providing acxess 
protection to data stored on the network. 

55. As per claim 19, Mao does not teach the method as recited in claim 15, wherein 
automatically querying the two or more computing devices within the computer network to 
identify the contents of local computing device storage locations corresponding to the unique 
user identifier includes processing a security identifier associated with the unique user identifier. 

56. .Orita teaches of processing a security identifier corresponding to the user (Col 3, lines 
10-32). . 

57. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to combine the teachings of Mao and Orita because the teachings of Orita to transmit a 
security identifier corresponding to the user would improve the system of Mao by allowing the 
system to determine if the user has pemnission to access files stored on the database, thereby 
increasing the security of the data stored on the networi<. 

58. As per claim 21 , Mao does not teach the method as recited in claim 15 further 
comprising: 

obtaining a request to manipulate on or more pieces of content included in the merged 
results, wherein the content selected to be manipulated is remote from a computing obtaining 
the request; 

transmitting a security identifier corresponding to the unique user identifier; 
obtaining permission to manipulate the selected content; and 
manipulated the content selected to be manipulated. 
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59. Orita teaches of request to modify data stored on a remote computer (Col 4, lines 49-55; 
Col 5, lines 1-7), wherein security identifier con-esponding to the user is transmitted (Col 3, lines 
10-19), and pemriission is obtained to modify the data (Col 4, lines 60-67). 

60. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to combine the teachings of Mao, Yamanoue, and Orita because the teachings of Orita to 
perform the above methods of Paragraph 59 would enhance the system of Mao by providing a 
secure method to modify data stored on the network. 

Conclusion 

61 . A shortened statutory period for reply to this Office action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. 

62. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Joshua Joo whose telephone number is 571 272-3966. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday to Thursday SAM to 5PM and every other Friday. 

63. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John A. Follansbee can be reached on 571 272-3964. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

64. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
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system, see http;//pair-direct. uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

February 1, 2006 
JJ 



